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Pentagon Acts to Curb — 
Science Parley Papers 


STAT 


WASHINGTON, April 7 — The De- 
fense Department has told the sponsor 
of a technical symposium to be held 
here this week that it must cancel the 
presentation of about a dozen unclassi- 
fied research papers because the infor- 
mation might help the enemies of the 
United States. 

In addition, the department has or- 
de^ the sponsor, the Society of Photo- 
Optical Instrumentation Engineers, to 
restrict the audience that anends the 
presentation of two dozen other t^hm- 
cal papers that are also not classified. 

The Pentagon has contended in this 
case and others like it that it hi^ the au- 
thority to limit distribution of informa- 
tion under the Export Control A<^ 
which bars the export of sensitive tech- 
nology without a license. When 
spe^es and papers are involved, the j 
J>ef ense Department has said tb&t the ; 
presence of foreign scientists in the 
audience could lead to unauthorized ex- 
port of information. 

The legal authority asserted by the 
Government has never been chw- 
lenged in court, said Allan A^er, legi^ 
lative counsel of the American Civil 
Liberties Union. But leading universi- 
ties and professional associations have 
objected to the restrictions, and have 
been working with Pentagon officials 
in trying to resolve the conflict. 

Sensitive issues Involved 


By DAVID BURNHAM 

SfMdal to The N«r York Tim« 

**The Defense people see themselves 
at war, while most of the rest us think 
we’re living in a peacetime environ- 
ment,” he said. “Some people feel the 
restrictions damage the United States 
by curbing the exchange of information 
n^ed for research. The Pentagon dis- 


The Pentagon's last-minute decision 
to impose restrictions on the papers at 
the forthcoming symposium has re- 
newed concern among some of the na- 
tion’s leading scientific and engineer- 
ing associations about the Reagan Ad- 
ministration’s continuing effort to re- 
strict the flow of information that has 
not been declared a military secret be- 
yond United States boundaries. 

Just Friday, for ex^ple, the Amer- 


The scientific and engineermg work 
of members of the photo-optical society 
are of special interest to the Pentagon 
because of their application to such 
areas as lasers, communications with 
submarines by way of satellites and the 
use of satellites to assure compliance 
with various nuclear treaties. The bulk 
of the research conducted by members 
j of the society and others like it is fi- 
: jiaDC6d by the depsitmeiit. 

' In August 1982 the Pentagon sur- 
prised many American scientists ^d 
engineers ^en it demanded the witb- 
' drawal of more than 100 papers from a 
' symposium organized by the same or- 

* ganization. . 

A senior official of the 6,000-memb^ 
■ association, who asked not to be identi- 

* fied, said in an interview over the 
weekend that negotiations were still 

t under way about me exact restrictions 
' that would be reauired. 


lean Association for the Advancement 
of Science, the National Academy of 
Science and the National Academy of 
Engineering called an unannounced 
meeting at which about 35 representa- 
tives from various professional groups 
discussed what steps, if any, they 
should take in response to the Penta- 
gon’s information policies. ' . ^ ^ 

A participant at the meeting, Robert 
L. Park, a professor of physics at the 
University of Maryland, would not 
comment qh what was said at the ses- 
sion. However, he said it was his per- 
sonal opinion that the Pentagon efforts 
were d i^niag in g American interests by 
inhibiting the free exchange of ideas. 

One important focus of the meeting, 
several participants said, was the Pen-, 
tagon’s decision late last week to 
shLply restrict the presentation of 
papers at the weeklong conference of 
photo optics experts. 

Another matter discussed by the par- 
ticipanis was the recent decision of sev- 
eral professional groups to close their 
mecti^ to foreign scientists because 
of their uncertainty about Defense De- 
partment policy. * , - 

Though no position was adopted, one 
official attending Friday’s session said 
there was discussion-about whether the 
professional groups should attempt to 
develop a unified poUcy concerning the 
Pentagon’s efforts to restrict the dis- 
semination of research papers that are 
not classified. 


Position of Pentrvgon 
. Defense Department officials have 
contended that the flow of scientific in- 
formation overseas through the open 
discussion of scientists and engineers 
has damaged the strategic position of 
the United States in its relations with 
the Soviet Union. 

Critics of the department have re- 
spwided that the open exchange of in- 
formation is an important reason why 
the United States is a world leader in 
scientific research and that the techni- 
cal advantages said to have flowed to 
the Soviet Union through the presenta- 
tion of unclassified material have been 
exaggerated. 

Mr. Adler, the civil liberties counsel, 
charged the Defense Department with 
“bullying” the scientific community. 
He also said the department’s decision 
to either cancel papers or require the 
society to restrict attendance at sensi- 
tive sessions appeared to conflict with 
the Pentagon’s announced policy. He 
cited a recent statement by Defense 
•Secretary Caspar W. Weinberger that 
the department had “a longstanding 
policy regarding the open nature of un- 
classified basic research and have en- 
couraged the free and open exchange of 

such information through all channels, 
including presentation at open confer- 
ences.” • - ^ 

Mr. Adler added that many of the 
basic policy issues involved in the con- 
tinued tension betweeen the depart- 
ment and scientific community may be 
; resolved in export control legis^ticm, 
^ which is soon expected to be considered 
by both h ouse o f Congress. 
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